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(Mai ins 17 and 15-17 arc pending in the present application. Claims 1-7 and 15- IS arc 
rejected under 35 I'SC 103(a) as being unpatentable o\er Ayres et al ( I'S 6,404.355). 

Claims 1-7 

Claims 1-16 were rejected under 35 USC 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ayres et al 
li'S 6.404.333). The office action asserts that claims 1-7 arc product by process claims that does 
not otherwise patentably distinguish over the prior art. The office action further asserts that 
A\res discloses the limitations of the present invention with the exception of a single molded 
component backplate and mask, however arguing that such to combine such pieces is routine 
skill in the art. 

The Applicant respectfully traverses the Examiner's rejections and requests 
reconsideration. The Applicant notes that what is labeled as a process description is rather a 
limitation of the structural nature of the cited product components. A molded backplate and 
mask combination is structurally different from a glued, fastened, carved, or other combination. 
The limitation molded, therefore, refers to a structural limitation and not a process limitation. 
Similarly the molding of dial directly onto the backplate is again a structural limitation. A dial 
molded on the backplate will have structural characteristics different from a glued, fastened, or 
otherwise phvsically mounted dial. The term "molded" therefore is a structural limitation and 
not a process limitation. 

In regards to the argument concerning the routine combination of pieces, the Applicant 
must again respeetfullv traverse. The limitations of an invention must be evaluated together and 
the noveltv of their combination must be viewed as a whole. The backplate and mask 
combination is novel when taken along with the dial molded onto the backplate as the 
combination of these two limitations results in a strong, rattle free, robust design that is not 
warped (due to the combination of the backplate-mask ). It is not simply a natural design choice 
but a novel combination that provides an improved quality instrument cluster. I he Applicant, 
therefore, requests reconsideration. The Applicant notes that in order to further be assured of the 
"structural" limitations imparted by the terms molded, the Applicant has amended claim 1 to 
include the terms "first material" and "second material". This further clarifies the structural 
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limitations of the present invention as opposed to molding the whole thing as one pieee as the 
ofiiee action implies is structurally identical. The pieces were cleaiiv identified within the 
specification and claims as preferrably being formed from differing materials. Therefore, the 
addition of these terms cannot he considered new matter. 

Claims 15-18 were rejected under 35 USC 103(a) 

Claims 1-16 were rejected under 35 USC 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ayres et al 
tl : S 6,404.333). The office action asserts that Ayres teaches in column 5, lines 38-42 hat the 
display mav be formed as an integral unit. The office action s*oes on to assert that this inherently 
includes forming a first and second shot of injection molding. 

The Applicant respectfully traverses the Examiner's rejections . The Applicant 
respectfully notes that column 5, lines 38-42 discusses that the housing and display mav be 
ioinied from "the same clear material" and ....[may be] "molded as an integral unit". The 
.Applicant respectfully disagrees this bears any relationship to multi-step injection molding. 
Furthermore, as noted within the specification of the present invention, the injection of the 
display onto the backplate was found to warp the backplate. It is only with the novel 
combination of the present invention wherein the backplate and mask are first molded together, 
and then a second shot of injection molding is used to form the dial on the backplate that warping 
is prevented. Ayres teaches no such process nor renders such a process obvious. The cited 
reference to column 5 refers to a single molding step using one material and thus refers to a same 
material and being "molded as an integral unit". The present invention molds the backplate and 
mask as an integral unit, not the dial/display. The Applicant, therefore, submits that the present 
invention contains novel limitations over the cited art and that the rejections of claims 15-18 
were improper. The Applicant, therefore, requests reconsideration. 

CONCLUSION 

The Applicant would like to thank the Examiner for his assistance. In light of the above 
amendments and remarks. Applicant submits that all objections and rejections are now 
overcome. Applicant has added no new material to the application by these amendments. The 
application is now in condition for allowance and expeditious notice thereof is earnestly 
solicited. 
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Should the Hxamincr have any questions or comments that would place the application in 
better condition lor allowance, the Fxaminer is respectfully requested to call the undersigned 




/ 


Thomas B. Donohue 

Reg. No. 44,660 

Artz & Art/, P.C. 

28333 Telegraph Road, Suite 250 

Southficld, MI 48034 

(248) 223-9500 

(248) 223-9522 (Fax) 


Dated: June 13, 2003 
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VKKSION WITH MARKINGS TO SHOW I HANGKS MADK 

1 n the ( laims 

Maun I has hee n replace d with the lollowmu : 

1. ( Twice Amended) An automotive dash instrument cluster comprising: 
an injected molded haekplate comprised of a first material ; 

an injected molded mask com prised of said first material , said injected molded 
mask and said injected molded backplate molded as a single component; and 

an injected molded dial molded directly [formed] onto said injected molded 
haekplate . said injected molded dial comprises of a second material different from said first 
matei nil . 


